CITY OF
[ 4 1040 Harley-Davidson Way
Sturgis, SD 57785
605-347-4422
City Council Report

Meeting Date:  July 6, 2020
Agenda ltem: Accept a bid from Complete Concrete, Inc to construct 6 T-Hangar at the Sturgis Airport.
Prepared By: Dave Smith Director of Planning & Permitting

Background Information:

The City receives Airport Improvement Program (AIP) entitlement funding each year to complete
improvement projects at the Airport. One of the projects that has been on our AIP list are T-Hangars. The T-
Hangars once completed will remain City owned, rented to pilots for storing Aircraft, and will be revenue
generating for the City of Sturgis. Also included in this project will be the re-location of electrical transformers
that have been determined to be located in the object free area, repairing the taxiway fillets and paving the
north access road.

Cost, Benefit or Risks:

Entitlement funds City of Sturgis;  $556,335.00

CARES Act Grant: $134,400.00
Transferred entitlements: $653,265.00
Total funds: $1,344,000.00

No City funds will be used to complete this revenue generating project. This will be 100% funded.
The is no risk on completing this project.

Budget Impact:

Rental income to the City of Sturgis in the amount of $1100.00 per month or $13,200.00 per year.

Staff Recommendation:

Staff recommends accepting the low bid from Compete Concrete in the amount $1,132,181.97

~ .
City Manager Approval: M\—‘

www.sturgis-sd.gov www.facebook.com/cityofsturgis
“In accordance with Federal law and U.S. Department of Agriculture policy, this institution is prohibited from
é\ discriminating on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, religion, sex, familial status, sexual
orientation, and reprisal. "(Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.)




Sturgis Airport T-Hangar Project Bid Tabulation

Date & Time: April 23, 2020 2:00 pm
Location: Sturgis City Hall
Bid Bond
Bidder . or Addendum . .
Number Name of Bidder Gashier's | Acknowledged Total Bid Price
Check
Complete Concrete Inc
1 Rapid City, SD bond yes $1,132,181.97
MAC Construction
2 Rapid City, SD bond yes $1,260,286.70
3 Ainsworth-Benning Construction | check yes 1,262,406.45

Apparent Low Bidder-

Complete Concrete INC

Bids Opened By: Fay Bueno- City Finance Officer

Bids Read By: Brooke Egger P.E. Helms and Associates
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City Council Report
Meeting Date:  July 6, 2020
Agenda Item: Curb and Gutter Evaluation Plan
Prepared By: Laura Abernathy, Planning Coordinator

Background Information:
City staff has been tasked with reviewing the status of curb, gutter, and sidewalk installation throughout
town, and identifying priority areas for infrastructure installation requirements. Staff feels the best way to
accomplish a thorough and non-biased review of these requests would be best addressed by using a Curb
and Gutter Evaluation Plan. The plan identifies criteria to be considered when a property is subdivided,
when new construction occurs or when a building footprint is expanded, or when significant changes are
made to existing street infrastructure. The criteria are as follows:

e Constructability e Engineering
e Planning e Parking
e Drainage e C(Cost

To emphasize the importance of a criteria group, a weighting factor has been assigned to apply to each
group’s scoring. The summation of the group scores yields the overall rank or ease adding curb and
sidewalk to a section of road. Through the use of GIS and Pictometry aerial imagery, the existing status
of curb, gutter, and sidewalk have been digitized for easy overhead review to identify areas that currently
have or do not have this infrastructure. On-site inspection will be required when a permit application is
received by the Planning and Permitting office. Based on the scoring criteria set within the plan, a
spreadsheet has been created that will automatically score the overall constructability of curb, gutter, and
sidewalk based on importance and the weighting factor of each category. If a property scores as “high
priority”, infrastructure improvements are required as part of the permit approval process. If a property
scores as “‘medium priority”, curb and gutter requirements would need to be installed, but the applicant
would be allowed to appeal to the Planning Commission and City Council. If a property scores as “low
priority”, infrastructure improvements would not be immediately required for the permit application to be
approved.

Cost, Benefit or Risks:
There are no costs to implement the plan. Utilizing the plan and the scoring system will allow staftf members
to give a non-biased and consistent evaluation when permits are received.

Budget Impact:
There is no immediate impact on the city budget. Adoption of the plan could potentially reduce the city’s
financial share of installing infrastructure in certain areas in the city.

Staff Recommendation:
City staff recommends adopting the Curb and Gutter Evaluation Plan.

City Manager Approval: —b?’c—'m./
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Executive Summary

As the City of Sturgis grows, development standards will need to be upheld to ensure
that new and ongoing development is consistent and aesthetically functional to the
community. City staff has reviewed existing conditions within the city limits to examine
the feasibility of installing curb, gutter, and sidewalk. City staff has chosen several

criteria to examine each segment of roadway without all or some of these street
improvements:

e Constructability
e Planning
e Drainage
e Engineering
e Parking
e Cost
To emphasize the importance of a criteria group, a weighting factor has been assigned

to apply to each group’s scoring. The summation of the group scores yields the overall
rank or ease adding curb and sidewalk to a section of road.

To quantify the scores, road segments have been digitized in the City’s GIS system for
easy review of the constructability of the curb and gutter on streets throughout the
City. Due to time and budget constraints, a road will be scored as development plans
and building permit applications are received.



1. Introduction

1.1 General Overview

The City of Sturgis Planning and Permitting Department has been tasked with
identifying areas throughout the City to determine which streets do not have
curb and sidewalk, and to determine what factors would trigger the requirement
for infrastructure improvements. A combination of data has been collected
from on-site information as well as from the City’s GIS to create a scoring system
that would prioritize the installation of curb, gutter, and sidewalk based on
difficulty of implementation.

1.2 Purpose

Curb and gutter provide both an aesthetic and functional purpose. Curbs add a
distinct demarcation of roadway that is innate to driver expectancy, while
adding a clear edge of property. It also allows for parking control and an
efficiency in stormwater drainage. Installation of sidewalk promotes
“walkability” of a neighborhood, and provides safe and easy access for young
and old alike.

The scores will assist in coordinating the construction of sidewalks and
additional roadside safety measures. The goal of the City of Sturgis is to “fill in
the blanks” in established neighborhoods, as well as enforce development
standards in new residential developments.

1.3 Procedure

The areas lacking curb, gutter, and sidewalk have been digitized and categorized.
Field review as well as utilization of GIS and Pictometry imagery also aid in data
collection. As projects are received in the Planning and Permitting office, staff
will review the application and determine the need for curb, gutter and sidewalk
using the criteria selected. The main triggers that will require an assessment of
the current conditions of the property will be as follows:

e Subdivision of property;

e New construction or expansion of building footprint; or
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e Changes to existing infrastructure

1.4 Benefits of the Project

The information acquired from this analysis will allow city staff to efficiently plan
the construction of curb and gutter throughout the city, as well as determining
when a property should be brought up to current standards.

2. Data Collection

ArcGIS files have been created from the digitization of aerial maps. Aerial photography
is flown every 3-4 years, so the 2019 aerial imagery provided by Pictometry was
utilized in the digitization process. On-site inspection will determine the criteria
needed to formulate a rating system for the installation requirements for curb and
gutter. The following groups of criteria will be considered in order to rate a street

section:

e Constructability

o
®]
®]

®]
O
@]

Is there an existing retaining wall? Will one be required?

Is there an existing sidewalk? If so, what is the condition?

If curb and gutter is installed, will ADA improvements need to be
installed?

What is the required setback distance?

What is the condition of the existing pavement?

What is the width of the adjacent street?

e Planning
o What is the zoning classification of the area?
o Does the installation of curb and gutter in this area fall in line with other

Capital Improvement projects the city has planned?

o Willit tie in to existing infrastructure?

e Drainage
o Are there existing drainage structures?

o Will conditions improve if drainage structures are installed?

e Engineering
o What is the functional classification of the street in question?
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o What is the water quality potential of the area in question?
o What is the slope or road grade of the planned/existing subdivision?

o What is the number of utility impacts if curb and gutter were to be
installed?
o What is the number of miscellaneous impacts if curb and gutter were to
be installed?
o What is the length of the section in question?
The listed criteria will be considered when assigning a rating to each scoring group. A
summation of the weighted scores produces an overall difficulty rating score.

3. Scoring System

The assigned scoring ranges from 0 to 10 allowing for score variability within the large
amount of collected data. Criteria with a possibility of two answers will be assigned
either a 0 or a 10. Criteria with a possibility of three answers will be assigned a 0, 5, or
10. The number of scoring criteria varies amongst the differing categories. To present
an even playing field, a category average score will be calculated before the final score.
The average score is the total score for the category divided by the number of criteria
in the category. A weighted scoring factor was discussed and decided upon by the
Public Works and Planning and Permitting Departments to be enacted upon the
average category score. An Excel spreadsheet will be utilized to average the scores in
each category, apply the desired category weighting factor, and sum each category
score to produce a final score. The higher the score, the easier curb is to construct and
the higher the overall benefit of constructing improvements in the desired section. All
assigned scores and scoring criteria are based on the opinion of the city engineer.

The importance and definition of the scoring criteria are described as follows:

Constructability

Required MSE Wall — based upon the opinion of the city engineer. The addition of
curb and gutter may cut into a slope where a wall is deemed necessary to stabilize
exposed earth. If an MSE wall is required, the score will be 0. If an MSE wall is not
required, the score will be 10.




Existing Sidewalk — the existence of a paved path for pedestrians at the side of the
road. If sidewalk is present, curb construction will be beneficial by adding a safety
factor for pedestrians, and rate as a 10. If no sidewalk is present, the score will be 0.

Required ADA Improvements — Curb and gutter will in some cases terminate into
existing sidewalks at street corners. Curbs are seen as an obstacle for pedestrians and
the installation in such areas of concern must pass ADA approval. ADA improvements
will make curb and gutter more difficult. If ADA improvements will be required, the
score will be 0, otherwise the score will be 10.

Setback distance — the distance between the property lot line of the frontage road
and the front building line. A larger setback allows for an ease in construction due to
the increase in accessibility. A setback distance of less than 10ft will score a 0. A
distance greater than 20 will score a 10.

Existing Pavement Condition — based upon the opinion of the city engineer.
Pavement in better condition will be easier to saw cut, remove and replace than
deteriorated pavement. Accordingly, pavement in great condition will score a 10 while
pavement in moderate condition will score a 5. Pavement in poor condition will score a
{i;

Street Width — the distance between the existing pavement edges. The installation of
curb and gutter will make the street narrower. Streets wider than 30 feet will be
labeled as sufficiently wide and will receive a score of 10. Street widths in between 15
and 30 feet will be labeled as moderately wide and will receive a score of 5. Street
widths of less than 15 ft will be labeled as narrow and receive a score of 0.

Planning

Zoning Classification — Higher zoning classifications typically allow improvements to
be constructed closer to the property line. This increases the likelihood of
encountering obstructions at proposed curb locations compared to lower zoned
properties. Commercial properties also see less benefit from curb than residential
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properties that are closer to the roadway. These constraints will make curb
construction more difficult, perceived value by commercial property owners lower, and
right of way difficult to acquire. Higher zoning class such as commercial or industrial
will have a lower score (0) than residential classes (10).

Capital Improvement Plan — The City of Sturgis has released a capital improvement
plan containing future construction jobs for the city. The addition of curb and gutter
into areas fitting the capital improvement plan will increase the efficiency of the
money spent on said projects. Sections without curb that fall under a capital
improvement plan to be completed within the next 2 years will receive a score of 0.
Sections that are included within a plan to be completed within 2-4 years will receive a
score of 5. Sections that do not fall under a capital improvement plan project within
the next 4 years will receive a score of 10,

Surrounding Infrastructure — In an effort to connect existing neighborhoods and “fill in
the gaps”, surrounding infrastructure will be taken into consideration to determine if
curb, gutter, and sidewalk will be effectively interconnected. If an adjacent property
has curb, gutter, and sidewalk, the assigned score will be 10. If an adjacent property
does not have this infrastructure, the assigned score will be 0.

Drainage

Existing Storm Sewer System— based upon the opinion of the city engineer. Curb and
gutter channels storm runoff to a collection point. A major decision point is whether a
storm sewer system is in place to collect runoff. If a storm sewer system is in place,
the score will be 10. If a storm sewer system is not in place, the score will be 0.

Storm Sewer System Required— based upon the opinion of the city engineer. If storm
sewer infrastructure is required to be installed to improve overall drainage conditions,
it will be scored a 0. Ifitis not necessary to install storm sewer infrastructure, it will be
scored a 10.



Engineering

Functional Classification — Roadways with a higher classification will have increased
traffic and pavement sections. This condition will increase the difficulty of construction
and increase the cost of replacing the adjacent pavement. Curb installed on the local
classification roads will score a 10 and curb installed on the non-local classifications will
be scored a 0.

Water Quality Potential — Roadways with the ability to provide water quality features
such as raingardens or filter strips will increase the water quality of the runoff. These
features usually require space and grade to create a horizon of material used in
filtering the water. Areas that facilitate these features will receive a score of 10. While
areas that are difficult to implement these features will score a 0.

Slope/Road Grade — based upon the opinion of the city engineer. Slope, or steepness
of terrain varies considerably in and around Sturgis and will need to be considered on a
case-by-case basis. A slope of less than a 2% grade (minimum) will be scored a 10, and
a slop between 2-6% (moderate) will be scored a 5, and a slope greater than 6%
(extreme) will be scored a 0.

Cost

Utility Impacts — Utility conflicts, both above and below ground, can create significant
obstacles to curb construction. The number of utilities and the size of each will impact
the difficulty of curb construction. Areas that, in the opinion of the engineer have
numerous or significantly large utilities will score lower than areas with no utilities.
Accordingly, less than 2 utility conflicts will score 10, 2-4 conflicts will score a 5, and 4
or more utility conflicts will score a 0.

Miscellaneous Impacts — Items in this category will be used to define any features
that are not defined in other criteria. These features will increase the difficulty of
construction curb and will be scored through a range. Fewer items will score higher
than more items. Less than 2 impacts will score a 10, 2-4 impacts will score a 5, and
greater than 4 will be assigned a score of 0.



Length of No Curb Section — the length of curb section that will be constructed will
affect the overall cost of construction. The section must have similar properties that
reflect a consistent score. That is, if the section features change from one end to the
other, the section will be broken and scored separately based on its individual criteria.
Conversely, long sections exhibiting similar properties may be scored jointly. However,
their extra length will indicate a high cost when reviewing cost by street. Street
lengths of less than 100 ft. to be improved will be scored a 10. Street lengths between
100 and 300 will be scored a 5 and street section longer than 300 feet to be improved
will score a 0.

4. Group Weighting Factor

The weighting factor for each group of categories puts importance to the group's
overall contribution to the final difficulty rating. Each group was reviewed by a team
from the City and the GBA team. The weighting factor considers history of projects and
future planning in the development of the score. The weighting factors range from one
being the least important to ten being the most important group. The weighting
factors are easily modified if the importance of the category has changed.

5. Data Collection Examples

To illustrate the field investigation and data collection, a street with partial curb and
gutter was selected. A portion of Hurley Drive was used as a pilot test for the
implementation of the curb and gutter plan. The street was annexed in the late 1990s
in a primarily rural area. The street was built on a ditch drainage system with a culvert
near the middle of the section. A natural drainage passes through the area. The area
is privately owned on both sides with partial sidewalk on the east side. The
neighboring Palisades Subdivision was built several years after the Hurley Drive area
was annexed, and current street improvements adjoin the older houses along Hurley
Drive. Using the weighted scoring system as seen below, the total weighted score was
115 or low priority.



Curb and Gutter Evaluation

[Employes: Liz Wunderlich
Date Inspected:
Location: 2150 Hurlay Drive
|End Streets: Dolzn Cresk Rd, Palisades Lp
Constructability SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
Wall Required N 10
|Existing Sidewalk (Y or N} N Yes(Y) No(N) [}
ADA Improvemeants Req X [+]
Setback Distancs 26 ft 5
Foor (P)
Pavement Conditicn A Average [A) 5 &%:es
Excellent (E)
Width of Strest 24 ft 5
Other 0
Planning SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
Residentizl (R )
Commercial ( C)
Banig k Highway Service (HS) =
Industrial (IND)
Immediately (1-2 yrs) (IM) e
Capital Improvement Flan NF Negr Future (2-4 yrs) (NF) 5
Distant Future (4+ yrs) (OF)
Surreunding Infrastructurs N Yes(Y) No[N) [}
i Drainage SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
Exizting Storm Sewer N [+]
Stom Sewer Req Y Ym(Y) NolN) [} a0
Engineering SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
Local (L)
Functional Clazsification L Nen-Lecal (NL) 10
\Water Quslity Potential M Low (U Medium (M) High (H) 5 20.00
Minimal <23 ?
|slope 4 Moderate 2-63% 5
Extramea »65
Cost SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
|# of Utility Impacts 3 Impzacts 5
# of Miscellsnecus Impacts 1 Impacts 10
Length of ‘Ne Curb' Section 751 ft 0 37.14
Aversge Drainage Score 0
Aversge Constructability Scors 357
TOTAL SCORE 115.00
Difficulty Evelustion Rating Low Friority Medium Prierity High Priority
<150 175 »188

6. Existing Conditions

To illustrate the current conditions of curb, gutter, and sidewalk installation, a map
was created to indicate the existence of the street improvements. Installed sidewalk
will be indicated as a green- and black-dashed line, and areas lacking sidewalk will be
indicated as a red- and black-dashed line. Existing curb and gutter will be indicated as
a solid green line, and the lack of curb and gutter will be indicated as a solid red line. A
comprehensive plan proactively targeting priority areas can be completed as time
allows. When this is completed, existing areas and future undeveloped areas will be
rated on a scale of High, Medium, and Low Priority.
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7. Conclusion

The goal of the curb and gutter plan is to implement a non-biased review of when
installation of curb, gutter, and sidewalk is needed on a case-by-case basis. Using this
plan, City staff can apply the listed criteria identified in the plan to determine the
constructability of curb improvements. The City’s GIS system will aid in the
investigation and ranking of street improvements, which will be based on the valuation
of a building project, or when a subdivision plan is received by staff. The ranking of a
street can be easily changed and scored as city staff modifies the evaluation of a street
segment. After implementing the scoring system to an area that does not have curb,
gutter, and sidewalk, staff can determine when these improvements must be installed.
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8. Appendices

Field Report:

Curb and Gutter Evaluation

F!mpkryee:
Date Inspected:
Location:
|End Streets:
Constructability SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
wal Required ]
Existing Sidewalk [Yor N} Yes(Y) NelN) 0
ADA Improvements Req 0
setback Distance ft 0
Poor (P} 0.00
Pavement Condition Average A} ] :
Excellent [E)
Width of Strest ft 0
Other ]
Planning SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
Resldents! (R )
; commerclal { ¢}
oniog Kighway Servics (HS) FALSE
Industrial (IND) 0.00
Immediataly [1-2 yr) (IM) !
Capits Improvemsnt Flan NeBr Future (2-4 yr3) (NF) FALSE
Distant Future [4+yrs) [DF)
surrounding Infrastructurs Yes (Y} Nolw) 0
Drainage SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
Existing Storm Sewer 0
Storm Sawer Required Tei Sl 0 0
Enginesring SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
ot . Lecal(L)
Functional Classification NonLocal [NL) 0
\Water Quality Fotential Low (L) Medium (M) High [H) FALSE
= 0.00
Mnimal<2%
Slope Mod erate 2-8% i0
Extrems »5%
Cost SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE
#of Utifity Impacts Impacts 10
#of Miscellansous impacts Impacts 10
Length of 'No Curb' Section ft i0 0.00
Aversge Dralngge Score 0
Avarage Constructabllity Scors 000
TOTALSCORE 000
Difficuity Evaluation Rating Low Priprity Medlum Priority HighPrority
<150 175 »185%
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Scoring Template:

CURB AND GUTTER SCORING TEMPLATE

DATA INPUT INFUT SCORE CATEGORY WEIGHT
VES Y 0
WALL NEEDED PCESIBLY P 5
Mo N 10
EXISTING SIDEWALK YES u 0]
N N 0
ADA IMPR OVEMENTS YES X g
£ No N 10
P )
SETBACK DISTANCE 2 10-20 5 5
s 10
POCR P )
g PAVEMENTCONDITION AVERAGE A 5
EXCELLENT E 10
< 15 0
WIDTH OF STREET (FT} g 1530 s
> P 10
COTHER COMMENTS
RESIDENTIAL RES
ddias COMMERCIAL com
HIGHWAY SERVICE s
2 INDUSTRIAL IND
< 2
g CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN [yrs) 5 14
> 4
Yes Y
SURROUNDING INFRASTRUCTURE = N
YEs Y
EXSTING STOR MSEWER e .
YEs Y
STORM SEWER REQU IRED i i
TOCAL L
FUNCTICNAL CLASSIFICATION e =
Low L
WATER QUALITY POTENTIAL MEDIUM M
HIGH H
<
SLOPE/GRADE = 26%
< &
2 2
# OF UTILITY IMPACTS £ 24
> 4
< 2
# OF MISCELLAN EOUS IMPACTS S 24
E > 4
< 100
LENGTH OF 'NOCU RB' SECTICN [FT} B 100-300
s 300
AVERAGE DRAINAGE S0ORE DETERMINED ABOVE
AVER AGE CONSTRU CTABILITY SCORE DETERMINED ABOVE
2 = 150 LOW FRIGRITY
& DIFFICULTY RATING EVALUATION = 175 MEDIUM PRICRITY
2 > 185 HIGH PRICRITY
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CITY OF
1040 Harley-Davidson Way

[ 4
Sturgis, SD 57785
605-347-4422
City Council Report

Meeting Date: July 6, 2020
Agenda Item: Consideration to approve mass testing for COVID-19 during the week of August 13
Prepared By: Daniel Ainslie, City Manager

Background Information:

When the City Council voted to proceed with a highly limited annual City of Sturgis Motorcycle
Rally, of primary concern was how residents in Sturgis could be protected. The decision was
largely the result of the acceptance that many visitors would be coming into the community and
that the City had to be prepared to ensure that an immediate emergency did not occur due to a
lack of preparation.

With the decision in place, the City has begun developing protocols and initiatives to try to limit
the potential spread of COVID-19 to the greatest degree possible. One potential initiative is the
mass testing of asymptomatic front-line residents following the event.

It is important to note, that residents who are symptomatic can receive testing following the
Monument Healthcare protocols. This proposal does not change or supplement the system that
is currently in place. Instead, this proposal is meant to identify asymptomatic residents following
the event so that they can self-isolate to avoid inadvertent spread.

Initiative:

The City would contract with Monument Health to conduct up to 1,300 COVID-19 tests. These
tests would be able to identify asymptomatic patients who might inadvertently spread the virus.
The testing would be designed to occur following the average incubation period following the
event. Drive through testing would require the use of a City owned lot (likely the Community
Center). City employees would assist with the traffic control. Actual sampling and the follow-up
testing would be conducted by Monument Healthcare staff.

The testing is proposed to be divided as follows:
. 150 City employees (mandatory)
u 400 Sturgis residents who worked frontline jobs (i.e. restaurants, gas stations,
grocery stores)
. 200 employees of other entities whom have requested testing
. 550 general residents of Sturgis

www.sturgis-sd.gov www.facebook.com/cityofsturgis
“In accordance with Federal law and U.S. Department of Agriculture policy, this institution is prohibited from
é\‘ discriminating on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, religion, sex, familial status, sexual
orientation, and reprisal. "(Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.)




Monument will attempt to get the test results back within a short period of time. This would
allow any person testing positive to immediately self-isolate to reduce their inadvertent spread
of the Virus.

Vouchers would be provided to the entities qualifying with the allocation above. The vouchers
would be distributed to the entities on a first come first serve basis. Any unallocated vouchers
would be used to increase the number of tests available for the general residents of Sturgis. In
order for residents of Sturgis to be tested, they would need to provide a Driver’s License or other
proof of residency. The tests provided for general residents of Sturgis would be provided on a
first come first serve basis.

Budget Impact:

The investment for 1,300 tests is $195,000. This is an unbudgeted expense which would
eventually require a supplemental appropriation from the City’s General fund. This is a COVID-
19 related expense and should be reimbursed through the City’s allocation of the CARES Act
funding.

Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends proceeding with the testing and authorizing the City Manager to proceed
with any necessary documentation.

City Manager Approval:

www.sturgis-sd.gov www.facebook.com/cityofsturgis
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